Chapter 81.112 RCW - Regional Transit Authorities
RCW 81.112.010
Findings — intent.

The legislature recognizes that existing transportation facilities in the central Puget Sound area are
inadequate to address mobility needs of the area. The geography of the region, travel demand growth,
and public resistance to new roadways combine to further necessitate the rapid development of
alternative modes of travel.

The legislature finds that local governments have been effective in cooperatively planning a
multicounty, high capacity transportation system. However, a continued multijurisdictional approach to
funding, construction, and operation of a multicounty high capacity transportation system may impair
the successful implementation of such a system.

The legislature finds that a single agency will be more effective than several local jurisdictions
working collectively at planning, developing, operating, and funding a high capacity transportation
system. The single agency's services must be carefully integrated and coordinated with public
transportation services currently provided. As the single agency's services are established, any public
transportation services currently provided that are duplicative should be eliminated. Further, the single
agency must coordinate its activities with other agencies providing local and state roadway services,
implementing comprehensive planning, and implementing transportation demand management
programs and assist in developing infrastructure to support high capacity systems including but not
limited to feeder systems, park and ride facilities, intermodal centers, and related roadway and
operational facilities. Coordination can be best achieved through common governance, such as
integrated governing boards.

It is therefore the policy of the state of Washington to empower counties in the state's most
populous region to create a local agency for planning and implementing a high capacity transportation
system within that region. The authorization for such an agency, except as specifically provided in this
chapter, is not intended to limit the powers of existing transit agencies.

[1992 c101§1.]

RCW 35A.21.250
Building construction projects — code city prohibited from requiring state agencies or local
governments to provide bond or other security as a condition for issuance of permit.

A code city may not require any state agency or unit of local government to secure the performance of a
permit requirement with a surety bond or other financial security device, including cash or assigned
account, as a condition of issuing a permit to that unit of local government for a building construction
project.



As used in this section, "building construction project"” includes, in addition to its usual meaning,
associated landscaping, street alteration, pedestrian or vehicular access alteration, or other amenities or
alterations necessarily associated with the project.

[1993c 439§ 2]

RCW 36.70B.170
Development agreements — authorized.

(1) A local government may enter into a development agreement with a person having ownership or
control of real property within its jurisdiction. A city may enter into a development agreement for real
property outside its boundaries as part of a proposed annexation or a service agreement. A
development agreement must set forth the development standards and other provisions that shall apply
to and govern and vest the development, use, and mitigation of the development of the real property
for the duration specified in the agreement. A development agreement shall be consistent with
applicable development regulations adopted by a local government planning under chapter 36.70A
RCW.

(2) RCW 36.70B.170 through 36.70B.190 and section 501, chapter 347, Laws of 1995 do not affect the
validity of a contract rezone, concomitant agreement, annexation agreement, or other agreement in
existence on July 23, 1995, or adopted under separate authority, that includes some or all of the
development standards provided in subsection (3) of this section.

(3) For the purposes of this section, "development standards" includes, but is not limited to:

(a) Project elements such as permitted uses, residential densities, and nonresidential densities and
intensities or building sizes;

(b) The amount and payment of impact fees imposed or agreed to in accordance with any applicable
provisions of state law, any reimbursement provisions, other financial contributions by the property
owner, inspection fees, or dedications;

(c) Mitigation measures, development conditions, and other requirements under chapter 43.21C
RCW;

(d) Design standards such as maximum heights, setbacks, drainage and water quality requirements,
landscaping, and other development features;

(e) Affordable housing;
(f) Parks and open space preservation;

(g) Phasing;



(h) Review procedures and standards for implementing decisions;
(i) A build-out or vesting period for applicable standards; and
(j) Any other appropriate development requirement or procedure.

(4) The execution of a development agreement is a proper exercise of county and city police power
and contract authority. A development agreement may obligate a party to fund or provide services,
infrastructure, or other facilities. A development agreement shall reserve authority to impose new or
different regulations to the extent required by a serious threat to public health and safety.

[1995 ¢ 347 § 502.]

RCW 36.70B.180
Development agreements — effect.

Unless amended or terminated, a development agreement is enforceable during its term by a party to
the agreement. A development agreement and the development standards in the agreement govern
during the term of the agreement, or for all or that part of the build-out period specified in the
agreement, and may not be subject to an amendment to a zoning ordinance or development standard
or regulation or a new zoning ordinance or development standard or regulation adopted after the
effective date of the agreement. A permit or approval issued by the county or city after the execution of
the development agreement must be consistent with the development agreement.

[1995 c 347 § 503.]

RCW 36.70B.190
Development agreements — recording — parties and successors bound.

A development agreement shall be recorded with the real property records of the county in which the
property is located. During the term of the development agreement, the agreement is binding on the
parties and their successors, including a city that assumes jurisdiction through incorporation or
annexation of the area covering the property covered by the development agreement.

[1995 c 347 § 504.]



RCW 36.70B.200
Development agreements — public hearing.

A county or city shall only approve a development agreement by ordinance or resolution after a public
hearing. The county or city legislative body or a planning commission, hearing examiner, or other body
designated by the legislative body to conduct the public hearing may conduct the hearing. If the
development agreement relates to a project permit application, the provisions of chapter 36.70C RCW
shall apply to the appeal of the decision on the development agreement.

[1995 c 347 § 505.]

RCW 36.70B.210
Development agreements — authority to impose fees not extended.

Nothing in RCW 36.70B.170 through 36.70B.200 and section 501, chapter 347, Laws of 1995 is intended
to authorize local governments to impose impact fees, inspection fees, or dedications or to require any
other financial contributions or mitigation measures except as expressly authorized by other applicable
provisions of state law.

[1995 ¢ 347 § 506.]



